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June 10, 2003

The Honorable Guy Canpsn
Admimistrator

Enargy Information Admindstration
L5, Departrment of Energy

10 Indepiendence Avere, 5.9,
Washingran, [} 20585

Diear &t Caruso:

[ wonld apprecise if BLA would review jig BEPS mmalyssie of May B, 2003 hase]
different assumprions. A description of the reguestad Agsumptions 1o be applied is
attached. Flease ensure that all resporses uee both a flat 1.5 centcWh credit cap and 2
1.5 centkWh credit cap adjusted for inflation, To the extent peasible, inclode iodal
ﬁlmhiumuwellumyuhtﬂ.mhmdm]fhﬂdwummmﬁm.

I ask that the requosted assumpiions be completed &2 soon as possible. [ also
reguest that vy staff be bricfed prior to mny relonse of my infermation,

IF you have any questions regarding this request, or need clarificstion, please
cantact Lisa Epifani af 202-224-9071 gt biss_epifeniiFenerpy senate. gov, Thank vou fiar

your effoms and attention to this request.
Smeerely, g -
Q v 5 4
Chairenan

Dhomssnic
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Assumplions for ELA RPS Analvsis

Reouest fpr more detailed data from May 2003 study

L. Wheat is the total cummmlative cost in real and neminal dollars of the analysis all ibe
way theough M%7 Tn this and in all subsequent questions, “real” dollar valics
should enly differ from nominal dollar values by the amoumnt of prics ndation,
i, they should not be further adjusted by = real discount rae.

2. Flease provide a table with year-by-year values (in bath real and naminal dallars)
for credits and for allowances.

3. For every year when the supply of resewables is less that the required lovel of
(demand for) rencwables, agsuine st the market price for credits parchassd from
suppliers of rencwahle peneration equals the sllowance cont of 1.5 cent/kWh.

4. What i5 the end effect on the analysis if you dropped out all State renewahle
programs (aliminating stimulation of renewables ted to State programs as
described at p. 77

5. Run the snalyeis with lower biomass co-firing (approximate one test a5 @ zeso
growih and one et 10 billion K'Wh).

6 Provide a detailed dtﬂm‘timqf“n:tmnmmm“mnhmimimnfwhis
included ns well & any grophie represemtation of such costs,

7. What are the total camulative costs in real and nomirs] dallars of theso nnalyees
all the way theough 20307

8. Plemss provide a table with year-by-year values (in both real and nombnal dollars)
for eredits and far allowances for these aualyses

’r A

9. What is the total cumulative cost in real and nomina] dollars theough 2030 if
every mocessary cradit had to be purchased from the Secretary for 1.5 cent/kWHT
Thnutrmmwmmhluwmhnilluhﬂmqﬁ:mtnm:rhﬂﬂ weir
met by buying allowances from the government ot 1.5 cent/ kWh.

10, Please also provide & table with yeur-by-year valuss (in both real and sominal
ilellars) for allownness.
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11 Ciiven that wind is the largest growing renewnble resures sccording to the
aralysis. bow many ucres of Lind will be neaded to snstain that growth?

12, There are potentially amendments that will ncrease siting protocals for windmills
m mghly scemic arsas. 1f siting becames more onerous, what effect will this
have? If the analysis' expected growth of wind resources was cut in half, what
happens to allowance costs and consumer prices?
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